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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . . This document is in response to the following communication: Applicants 
Amendment and Response, which was filed on February 1 , 2006. 

2. Claims 3 and 13 have been canceled. 

s 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-12, and 14-30 are pending and have been examined, with claims 
1 , 1 1 , 1 9, 25, and 28 being the independent claims. 

4. Figure 4 of the drawings was objected to. Applicant submitted a replacement 
drawing that appropriately corrects the grounds for objection. Accordingly, the objection 
to Figure 4 is withdrawn. 

5. Claim 29 was objected to for a minor error. Applicant has amended claim 29 to 
appropriately correct the error. Accordingly, the objection to claim 29 is withdrawn. 

6. Claims 1-2, 4-12, and 14-30 remain rejected. 

Claims Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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1. Claims 1-2, 4-12, and 14-30 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Knowlton (PCT Published Application, International Publication Number: 
WO 92/16898), which was published October 1 , 1992, in the English Language 
[hereinafter "Knowlton"]. 

Regarding independent claim 1, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

A method of displaying a document on a viewing screen, comprising: 
enabling display of at least one page of the document on the viewing 
screen; 

enabling gneeking of a portion of the at least one page prior to enabling 
display of the at least one page; and 

enabling a user to selectively ungreek at least a portion of the greeked 
portion of the at least one page. 
(See, Knowlton, claim 1, in relevant part: "A system for displaying in an available area 
of a display screen, ... the system comprising: (A) a display screen, . . . (C) legible 
display means for displaying on the display screen a portion of the document in legible 
form, . . . (E) a pointing device for use by a user of the system, (F) movement control 
means responsive to the pointing device for directing operation of the drawing control 
means, the legible display means, and the greeking means to change the portion of the 
document that is displayed by the legible display means such that a window of legibility 
is movable through the greeking by the user.") 
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Regarding dependent claim 2, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 1 wherein enabling greeking of the portion 
of the at least one page further comprises at least one of: 

enabling the user to selectively greek the portion of the at least one page; 

and „ ( 

enabling a third party to selectively greek the portion of the at least one 

page. 

(See, Knowlton, page 14, stating: "The present display arrangement can be used for a 
document editor; the present inventive display capabilities can be added to an editor, or 
editing capabilities can be added to the illustrative embodiment described above. It can 
be used by a window manager, where the window manager is responsible for providing 
the user ways to view (through windows) "screens" larger than the window through 
which they are being viewed. The present invention could be used with a data retrieval 
system when search results are too extensive to be legible on the screen at one time; 
the tags could be used to identify locations of words that were the subject of the search, 
showing the words as they actually appear at their respective locations in the search 
results 

It is noted that it is inherent in the program taught by Knowlton that a third-party 
could selectively apply the SCROLL greeking program to an entire document or a select 
portion. The ability of the user to selectively greek and un-greek portions of the 
document is the crux of the Knowlton teaching. See, Knowlton, pages 5-6, stating: 
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"The scroll system presents to a user of the system a visually compressed display of a 
document. Fig. 4 is a picture of a display screen with a document displayed mostly in 
compressed form, with a window of legible text. The document that is displayed in Fig. 
4 and in other similar figures is the computer program that is listed in the Appendix to 
this Detailed Description. The display presented by the scroll system is somewhat like a 
vertically compressed display of a document over which are placed two bars that 
magnify vertically (as shown in Fig. 5), creating two windows of legible text. The user is 
able to discern gross shapes in the compressed text, and can read the text in each of 
the two magnified areas. Controls provided by the system permit the user to move the 
'magnifiers,' and thereby select the portions of the document to be readable.") 

Regarding dependent claim 3: Cancelled 

Regarding dependent claim 4, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 1 wherein enabling greeking of the portion 

of the at least one page further comprises enabling an application to greek the 

portion of the at least one page. 
(See, Knowlton, page 4, stating: "An illustrative embodiment of the present invention 
(referred to below as 'the scroll system') is implemented with a computer system and a 
computer program (referred to below as SCROLL)." See, also, Knowlton, page 17-29, 
providing the SCROLL program ) 
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Regarding dependent claim 5, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 4 wherein the application comprises at 

least one of a web browser, a word processing application, a spreadsheet and an 

electronic mail application. 
(See, Knowlton, pages 15-16, stating: "The term 'document* has been used to describe 
the body of data through which the present invention provides navigation. In the 
present context, 'document' includes any body of data that includes text, such as text 
files, word processing documents, database records, compound documents." 

See also, Knowlton, page 14, stating: "The present display arrangement can be 
used for a document editor; the present inventive display capabilities can be added to 
an editor, or editing capabilities can be added to the illustrative embodiment described 
above. It can be used by a window manager, where the window manager is 
responsible for providing the user ways to view (through windows) "screens" larger than 
the window through which they are being viewed. The present invention could be used 
with a data retrieval system when search results are too extensive to be legible on the 
screen at one time; the tags could be used to identify locations of words that were the 
subject of the search, showing the words as they actually appear at their respective 
locations in the search results — ") 

Regarding dependent claim 6, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 1 further comprising enabling the user to 
re-greek the portion of the at least one page that is ungreeked. 
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(See, Knowlton, claim 1, part (F), stating: ""movement control means responsive to the 
pointing device for directing operation of the drawing control means, the legible display 
means, and the greeking means to change the portion of the document that is displayed 
by the legible display means such that a window of legibility is movable through the 
greeking by the user.") 

Regarding dependent claim 7, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 6 wherein enabling the user to re-greek 
the portion of the at least one page that is ungreeked comprises at least one of 
utilizing a single keystroke, a combination of keystrokes and a mouse gesture to 
re-greek the portion of the at least one page. 
(See, Knowlton, claim 1 , part (F), stating: ""movement control means responsive to the 
pointing device for directing operation of the drawing control means, the legible display 
means, and the greeking means to change the portion of the document that is displayed 
by the legible display means such that a window of legibility is movable through the 
greeking by the user." See also, Knowlton, claim 6, stating, in part: "The computer 
system of claim 1 wherein the pointing device is a mouse . . ..") 

Regarding dependent claim 8, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 1 wherein enabling greeking of the portion 
of the at least one page further comprises enabling greeking of a selected region 
in the at least one page. 
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(See, Knowlton, Figures 4-12, teaching the display of windows of non-greeked text 
within sections of greeked text. See also, Knowlton, pages 2-3, stating: "Windows of 
legible text are movable through the greeking, as if magnifiers were moved across a 
distant or miniature document." And see, Knowlton, page 5, stating: "Controls provided 
by the system permit the user to move the 'magnifiers', and thereby select the portions 
of the document to be readable.") 

# ■ 

Regarding dependent claim 9, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 8 wherein enabling greeking of the 
selected region in the at least one page further comprises at least one of: 

enabling greeking of a character in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a word in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a line in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a paragraph in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a page in the at least one page; and 

enabling greeking of a figure in the at least one page. 
(See, Knowlton, page 7, stating: "Alternatively, greeking cold be computed on the basis 
of a one-to-one correspondence between characters and units of greeking.") 

Regarding dependent claim 10, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 8 wherein enabling greeking of the portion 
of the at least one page further comprises at least two of: 
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enabling greeting of the character in the at least one page; 
enabling greeting of the word in the at least one page that includes the 
character; 

enabling greeting of the line in the at least one page that includes at least 
the character and the word; 

enabling greeting of the paragraph in the at least one page that includes 
at least one of the character, the word and the line; and 1 

enabling greeting the page in the at least one page that includes at least 
one of the character, the word, the line and the paragraph. 
(See, Knowlton, page 7, stating: "Alternatively, greeking cold be computed on the basis 
of a one-to-one correspondence between characters and units of greeking." See also, 
Knowlton, page 16, stating, in part: "In the illustrative embodiment, a line of the greeked 
representation corresponds to a line of characters in the document . . ..") 

Regarding independent claim 11, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

An article comprising a machine-accessible medium having stored thereon 
instructions that, when executed by a machine, cause the machine to: 

enabling display of at least one page of the document on the viewing 
screen; 

enable greeting of a portion of the at least one page prior to enabling 
display of the at least one page; and 
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enabling a user to selectively ungreek at least a portion of the greeked 
portion of the at least one page. 
(Claim 1, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 1 1 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 12, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The article according to claim 1 1 wherein the instructions, when executed 
by the machine, further cause the machine to perform at least one of: 

enabling the user to selectively greek the portion of the at least one page; 

and 

enabling a third party to greek the portion of the at least one page. 
(Claim 2, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 12 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 13: Cancelled 

Regarding dependent claim 14, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The article according to claim 11 wherein the instructions, when executed 

by the machine, further cause the machine to enable an application to greek the 

portion of the at least one page. 
(Claim 13, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed 
herein and, accordingly, claim 14 is rejected along the same rationale.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 15, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The article according to claim 11 wherein the instructions, when executed 

by the machine, further cause the machine to enable the user to re-greek at least 

the portion of the at least one page that is ungreeked. 
(Claim 3, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 15 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 16, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The article according to claim 11 wherein the instructions, when executed 

by the machine, further cause the machine to enable greeking of a selected 

region in the at least one page. 
(See, Knowlton, pages 5-6, stating: Controls provided by the system permit the user to 
move the 'magnifiers', and thereby select the portions of the document to be readable. 
When the two windows are moved adjacent to each other, they become latched (as 
shown in Fig. 40 and can be moved as a single large window." The greeking and 
ungreeking of the document is the crux of the Knowlton invention. If this claim was 
intended to limit claim 1 1 such that the document was" selectively greeked by the 
program alone, then it is similarly rejected that on the grounds that it is inherent in the 
program to greek all or parts of a particular document. As recognized in Knowlton, the 
document itself is broad. See, Knowlton, pages 15-16, stating: "The term 'document' 
has been used to describe the body of data through which the present invention 
provides navigation. In the present context, 'document' includes any body of data that 



I 
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includes text, such as text files, word processing documents, database records, 
compound documents. The data of a 'document' may be stored in a file on a mass 
storage device, or may be more transitory in nature (e.g., database search results 
assembled at the time the user requests their presentation).") 

Regarding dependent claim 17, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The article according to claim 16 wherein the instructions, when executed 
by the machine, further cause the machine to perform at least one of: 

enabling greeking of a character in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a word in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a line in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a paragraph in the at least one page; 

enabling greeking of a page in the at least one page; and 

enabling greeking of a figure in the at least one page. 
(Claim 9, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 17 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 18, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The article according to claim 17 wherein the instructions, when executed 
by the machine, further cause the machine to perform at least two of: 
enabling greeking of the character in the at least one page; 
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enabling greeting of the word in the at least one page that includes the 
character; 

enabling greeting of the line in the at least one page that includes at least 
one of the character and the word; 

enabling greeting of the paragraph in the at least one page that includes 
at least one of the character, the word and the line; and 

enabling greeting of the page in the at least one page that includes at 
least one of the character, the word, the line and the paragraph. 
(Claim 10, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed 
herein and, accordingly, claim 18 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding independent claim 19, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 
A method of displaying a document, comprising: 
enabling display of at least one page of a greeked document; and 

enabling a user to selectively ungreek a portion of the at least one page for 

viewing. 

(Claim 1 , above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 19 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 20, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 19 wherein enabling display of at least one 
page of the greeked document further comprises at least one of: 
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enabling display of at least one page of the document having a greeked 
portion according to the user's preferences; and 

enabling display of at least one page of the document having a greeked 
portion according to a third party's preference. 
(Claim 2, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 20 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 21, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 19 wherein enabling display of the at least 
one page of the document having the greeked portion further comprises enabling 
display of a selected greeked region of the greeked portion of the at least one 
page of the document. 

(Claim 3, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 

and, accordingly, claim 21 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 22, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 21 wherein enabling display of the 
selected greeked region in the greeked portion of the at least one page of the 
document further comprises enabling display of at least one of: 

a greeked character in the greeked portion of the at least one page of the 
document; 
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a greeked word in the greeked portion of the at least one page of the 
document; 

a greeked line in the greeked portion of the at least one page of the 
document; 

a greeked paragraph in the greeked portion of the at least one page of the 
document; a greeked page in the document; and 

a greeked figure in the greeked portion of the at least one page of the 
document. 

(Claim 9, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 22 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 23, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 22 wherein enabling display of the 
document having the greeked portion further comprises enabling display of at 
least two of: 

the greeked character in the greeked portion of the at least one page; 

the greeked word in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes the greeked character; 

the greeked line in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes at least one of the greeked character and the greeked word; 
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the greeked paragraph in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes at least one of the greeked character, the greeked word and the 
greeked line; and 

the greeked page in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes at least one of the greeked character,, the greeked word, the greeked 
line and the greeked paragraph. 
(Claim 10, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed 
herein and, accordingly, claim 23 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 24, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 

The method according to claim 23 wherein enabling the user to selectively 
ungreek the portion of the greeked portion of the at least one page for viewing 
further comprises enabling the user to selectively ungreek at least one of: 

the greeked character in the greeked portion of the at least one page; 

the greeked word in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes the greeked character; 

the greeked line in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes at least one of the greeked character and the greeked word; 

the greeked paragraph in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes at least one of the greeked character, the greeked word and the 
greeked paragraph; and 
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the greeked page in the greeked portion of the at least one page that 
includes at least one of the greeked character, the greeked word, the greeked 
line and the greeked paragraph. 
(Claim 9, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 24 is rejected along the same rationale. Also see, Knowlton, 
claim 1 , teaching a legible display means and a movement control means for 
ungreeking, or making legible, variable portions of greeked text. See also, Knowlton, 
page 7 teaching that greeking, and, inherently, ungreeking, could be at the character 
level and go up in size from there.) 

Regarding independent claim 25, as currently amended, Knowlton teaches: 
A system for displaying a document, comprising: 
a processor capable of executing instructions to selectively greek a portion 
of at least one page of the document, the processor further capable of executing 
instructions to selectively ungreek the greeked portion of the at least one page in 
the document; and 

a display device capable of displaying the at least one page of the 
document in a greeked format and an ungreeked format. 
(See, Knowlton, Figures 2 and 3, and Knowlton pages 4 and 5 describing prior art 
hardware used to run the SCROLL program. See also, Knowlton, claim 1 , teaching a 
greeking means, a legible display means, a drawing control means, a pointing device, 
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and a movement control means, all for use in a system for selectively greeking and 
ungreeking a document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 26, Knowlton teaches: 

The system according to claim 25 wherein the instructions comprise an 
application. 

(See, Knowlton, pages 17-29,'Appendix, identifying instructions according to the 
teaching of a system for selectively greeking and ungreeking a document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 27, Knowlton teaches: 

The system according to claim 26 wherein the application comprises at 

least one of a web browser, a word processing application, a spreadsheet and an 

electronic mail application. 
(Claim 5, above, incorporates substantially similar subject matter as that claimed herein 
and, accordingly, claim 27 is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Arguments 

Applicants traversed the rejection of claims 1-27 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) in an 
Amendment filed February 1, 2006. Applicants' arguments have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Claims 1-27 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). 
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Regarding claims 1-27, applicants argue that the examiner failed to establish a 
prima facie case of unpatentability in that the cited prior art failed to disclose each and 
every element of the claimed invention. Specifically, Applicants argue regarding 
independent claims 1,11,19, and 25 that the cited prior art, Knowlton, fails to teach a 
scheme of at least the elements of enabling display of at least one page of a document 
on a viewing screen and enabling a user to selectively ungreek at least a portion of the 
at least one page. See, Applicants Amendment, filed February 1 , 2006, pages 9-1 1 . 

It is noted that the limitation of a document "on a viewing screen" was only 
recently added to claim 1 by the Amendment filed February 1 , 2006, and was not 
present in the original claim 1. Therefore, there was no omission of a prima facie case 
of unpatentability of that limitation because it was not presented. 

It is further noted that the limitation of "at least one page of a document" was only 
recently added to the claims by the Amendment filed February 1 , 2006, and was not 
present in the original claims. Therefore, there was no omission of a prima facie case of 
unpatentability of that limitation because it was not presented. Therefore, the scheme 
to "selectively ungreek at least a portion of a greeked portion of the at least one page" 
was not presented in the original application. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 1-27 
remains. 
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Claims Rejection - 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 28-30 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bloomberg (U.S. Patent 5,765,176, issued July 9, 1998) [hereinafter "Bloomberg"]. 

Regarding independent claim 28, as currently amended, Bloomberg teaches: 
A method of enabling secure viewing of a document, comprising: 
receiving a request for at least one page of the document from a user; 
greeking at least a portion of the at lest one page of the document; and 
transmitting the at lest one page of the document to the user. 
(See, Bloomberg, col. 6, lines 12-24, stating: "The iconic image includes embedded 
encoded data in a position where the reduced version of text in the original text image 
would appear, and are rendered as a series of rectangular blocks. At the reduced size, 
these rectangular blocks appear as straight lines ad have the appearance of 'greeked' 
text, a technique that is used to replace the rendering of actual text when rendering 
actual text reduces performance or efficiency of an operation. Thus, a viewer of the 
iconic image who is unable to see a reduced version of the text is not likely to interpret 
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the 'greeked' text as a signal of the presence of embedded data, but is more likely to 
interpret it as a normal consequence of the image reduction operation." 

See also, Bloomberg, col. 22, line 59 through col. 23, line 2, teaching sending an 
iconic version of a document via the World Wide Web in response to a request from a 
user.) 

Regarding dependent claim 29, as currently amended, Bloomberg teaches: 
The method according to claim 28 further comprising 
receiving a request from the user to ungreek the portion of the at lest one 
page of the document; and 

ungreeking at least a portion of the greeked portion of the at least one 
page of the document in response to the user request. 
(See, Bloomberg, Figures 5 and 14, and col. 23, lines 3-19, teaching the use of an 
iconic image by a user in a request for retrieval of a decoded document from a server.) 

Regarding dependent claim 30, as currently amended, Bloomberg teaches: 

The method according to claim 29 further comprising at least one of transmitting 
the ungreeked portion of the at least one page of the document to the user; and 
retransmitting the document including the ungreeked portion of the at least one 
page to the user. 

(See, Bloomberg, Figure 15, teaching the printing of the un-coded, ungreeked 
document, along with the iconic, greeked, document.) 
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Arguments 

Applicants traversed the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of claims 28-30 in an 
Amendment filed February 1 , 2006. Applicants' arguments have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Claims 28-30 remains rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Regarding claims 28-30, Applicants state without argument that the 
amendments to the claims "more clearly define the scope" and overcome the rejection 
under Bloomberg. The amendments to the claims changed the limitation of a 
"document" to "at least one page of a document." • 

Bloomberg teaches greeking documents, and specifically teaches greeking 
documents by pages. See, Bloomberg, figures 1-21, and col. 5, line 63 through col. 8, 
line 10, specifically col. 6 lines 12-23. Greeking of a document page by page is the 
same as greeking "at least one page of a document." It is noted that Bloomberg even 
teaches the same motivation cited by Applicants, being "secure viewing" of a document. 
See, preamble to claim 28. See also, Bloomberg, col. 6 lines 12-23. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to greek one page or many pages of 
a document for the advantageous benefit of security of the document. Accordingly, the 
rejection of claims 28-30 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) remains. 



1 ., • 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS for the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed 
until after the end of the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened 
statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension 
fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory 
action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael K. Botts whose telephone number is 571 -272- 
5533. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00-4:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic . 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

MKB/mkb 

DOUGHUTTON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
TECH CENTER 2100 



